AMENDED IN SENATE MARCH 23, 2011

SENATE BILL No. 702

Introduced by Senator Lieu

February 18, 2011

—An act to amend éection 31253 of
the Food and Agricultural Code, relating to dog licensing.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SB 702, as amended, Lieu. Department-efindustrialRelations:
oceupational-safety—and-health-standards: Dog licensing: microchip

implants.

Existing law requires that dogs that attain the age of 4 months be
licensed and wear a collar to which an identification or license tag is
attached. A dog that is found running at large without the identification
tag or dog license tag may be seized and impounded by any peace
officer. Existing law requires the owner of the dog that has been
impounded to pay a fee to reclaim the dog. A violation of these
provisions is either an infraction or a misdemeanor, as specified.

This bill would additionally require an owner who seeks to reclaim
a dog that has been impounded to provide proof of a current, valid
license for the dog. The bill would also authorize the entity that has
custody of the dog to implant the dog with a microchip identifying the
owner of the dog or require the owner to take that action within 30 days
of reclaiming the dog. Because a violation of this provision would be
a crime, the bill would impose a state-mandated local program.

The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state.
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Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that
reimbursement.

This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act
for a specified reason.

A a
OV o AT o c

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: ne-yes.
State-mandated local program: ne-yes.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

1 SECTION 1. Section 31253 of the Food and Agricultural Code
2 isamended to read:
3 31253. If a dog which has been impounded is claimed by the
4 owner,the all of the following shall apply:
5 (&) The fee for impounding and keeping the dog, as fixed by
6 the board of supervisors, shall be paid by the owner to the person,
7 organization, or association which has custody of the dog, to be
8 retained by him, her, or them. No charge for fees pertaining to the
9 dog shall be paid by the board of supervisors.
10 (b) The owner shall provide proof of a current, valid license for
11 the dog.
12 (c) One of the following shall occur:
13 (1) The entity that has custody of the dog may, before releasing
14 the dog to the owner, implant that dog with a microchip that
15 identifies the owner of the dog. The owner shall pay the fee for the
16 implanted device, in addition to any other fee imposed for
17 redeeming the dog, except as otherwise expressly provided by the
18 board of supervisors.
19 (2) The owner shall provide proof, within 30 days of the release
20 of the dog to the custody of the owner, that the dog has been
21 implanted with a microchip that identifies the owner of the dog.
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SEC. 2. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to
Section 6 of Article X111 B of the California Constitution because
the only costs that may be incurred by a local agency or school
district will be incurred because this act creates a new crime or
infraction, eliminates a crime or infraction, or changes the penalty
for a crime or infraction, within the meaning of Section 17556 of
the Government Code, or changes the definition of a crime within
the meaning of Section 6 of Article XIIIB of the California
Constitution.
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